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UNITARIANS DEFENDED BY THEIR 
OPPONENTS. 

We have prefixed this title to a former arti- 
ele, and trust we shall have frequent opportu- 
nities to make use of it in future. It is a ve- 
ry convenient and pleasant thing to see our en- 
emies devising arguments for us, and kindly 
putting reasons into our mouths. It saves us 
a world of trouble and vexation of spirit. 
There is no theological odium, no irritation of 
the soul, no leaven of uncharitableness to be 
incurred, while thus adopting the reasonings 
and views of our adversaries. On these ac- 
counts, we approach with peculiar complacen- 
cy to a late work by Poaltieer Stuart of An- 
dover, one of the most remarkable produc- 
tions in every way, we will venture to declare, 
that have fallen from the controversial press. 

Often have Unitarians, when persecuted, 
and crushed, and oppressed by all the arms 
and instruments which a liberal-spirited age 
has left in the power of intolerance, turned 
round upon their pursuers, and with a beseech- 
ing air, reminded them, that infallibility is not 
the lot of man—that sameness of opinion is 
no more to be demanded than sameness of 
face—that ‘Trinitarianism itself, with all its 
lofty pretensions to orthodoxy, is utterly desti- 
tute of any consistent, uniform standard, and 
that through all times past, and all times to 
come, those making such pretensions, have 
been, and will be divided, as essentially, as ra- 
dically, and as irreconcileably, as were ever 
Trinitarians from Unitarians themselves. 

But such appeals have seemed generally to 
fail of their eflect. In the heat of controver- 
sy and ardour of pursuit—in the stirring and 
animating employment of running down a 
whole class of tellow-Christians and fastening 
on them a withering stigma of unpopularity, 
Trinitarians have often appeared to be totally 
unconscious that there was a single element of 
discord in theirown camp. ‘The words 'Trin- 
ity, orthodoxy, seemed sometimes to possess 
with them a kind of magic charm, and to se- 
cure a uniformity as wide and as binding as 
was ever imposed by the Pope of Rome in the 
darkest ages of the church. They have hard- 
ly seemed to be aware of the possibility, that 
now and then a Trinitarian might arise, who 
would put his own creed into the crucible, and 








try it by the everlasting standards of reason 
and scripture. 

But already the charm is broken. Two 
years have not yet elapsed, since Dr. Miller, 
of Princeton, hurled forth that bolt of de- 
nunciation, which was to put Unitarians en- 
tirely in the wrong, and to secure to his own 
ill-assorted party the white robe and firm tex- 
ture of uniformity. More completly to effect 
this end, a back-handed blow was at the same 
time levelled against certain suspected errors 
which might be infesting the bosom of ortho- 
doxy. Professor Stuart of Andover, in his 
Letters io Dr. Channing, had ventured to de- 
clare his belief that the doctrine of the eter- 
nal generation of the Son of God was a con- 
tradiction in terms; that is, that Christ could 
not possibly be born an infinite number of 
years ago! One would think that the learn- 
ed Professor had at least the dictates of com- 
mon sense to support him in hazarding this as- 
sertion. But allin vain. Dr. Miller insisted 
that the whole should be swallowed or nothing. 
His maxim is, If you take Trinitarianism, you 
must take its consequences, no matter how ab- 
surd, how shocking, how revolting they may 
be. Professor Stuart’s rule, on the other hand, 
seems to be, ‘Take Trinitarianism, but disown 
its consequences ; and the moment your ad- 
versary pushes home upon you the inevitable 
results of the doctrine, elude them, come over 
to the other side, and muster all the forces of 
heaven and earth together, to eflect an alliance 
between nominal ‘Trinitarianism, and the rea} 
Unity and * simplicity” (we use his own 
word) of the Godhead. 

On this point, then, the two parties came to 
an issue. Dr. Miller, in his unfortunate and 
notorious Letters on Unitarianism declares, 
that he views those who reject the doctrine ot 
the eternal generation of the Son of God “ not 
merely in error, but in very serious error, an 
error, Which has a very unhappy tendency, 
and eannot fail, he fears, to draw in its train 
many mischievous consequences. In short, 
his belief, he says, is, that the doctrine of the 
eternal veneration of the Son, is sq closely 
connected with the doctrine of the ‘Trinity, 
and the divine character of the Saviour, that 
whee the former is generally abandoned, 
neither of the two latter will be long retained.” 
He therefore warns the First Presbyterian 
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butes with which it invests him. Neither, are 
ese views consistent vith what we learn from 
the analogy of his works, or our own expenence 
of his providential care. But suppose they were 
so, we, for out part, see not how, or where, the 
foundations of rehgious or moral obligations could 
be laid. We see not how it would be possible to 
cherish toward such « being e:ther love, gratitude, 
or reverence We see no room for penitence, or 
contrition; nor any advantage in them if there 
were “4d fearful looking for of judgement,” or a 
reckless abandonment of hope and fear alike, 
would be all that remained for erring man. The 
doctrine in question, does, indeed, open a vista of 
hope for a chusen few; and on these, some obliga- 
tions to gratitude and obedience, may be consider- 
edtorest- But by what means is this brought 
to pass? By the intervention of the second per- 
son in the Trinity, who by his suff rags and 
death, has purchased of the inexorable Bather the 
right to confer eternal life on those, who had been 
preordained to this frometernity. But this selec- 
uon having been made without any reference to 
character or conduct; and the blessing actually 
conferred without regard to personal desert, it is 
difficult 10 conceive how any meral effect should 
be produced by it on the characters even of the 
favoured few. And as regards the rest, it is ob- 
vious, that no gratitude can be due from them to a 
Being, who has given them existence for the ex- 
press purpose of rendering that existence a curse; 
nor any obedience due to laws, which they are 
made without capacity of obeying, and which it 
was never intended they should obey. 
Such, readers, is, as we conscientiously believe, 
a fair view of the practical tendency of the doc- 
trifie in question. God forbid we should misre- 
present, or distort it. But for what purpose is this 
view of the doctrine exhibited? Simply to show 
that a doctrine pressed and encumbered with dif- 
ficulties such a8 these, should, at least, be cau- 
tiously and deliberately examined, before it be ad- 
mitied; to show that it requires to be sustained 
by sirong, unequivocal, indubitable testimony ; 
at it is not to be taken on trust, or drawn in by 
yubtful inferences; that, in short, no rational man 
ould embrace a dogma so sweeping in its con- 
ie without an express, “ thus saith the 


Ve would show that Unitarians are not alto- 
gether inexcusable for hesitating on this point, and 
calling for clear and positive proofs ; and that to 
doubt or reject it,is not to be taken as decisive ev- 
idence ofa corrupt heart, orreprobate mind We 
wish to make it appear, that in their case, there is 
room, at least, for charitable construction; and to 
believe that they may be upri,ht, though mista- 
ken. If we shall have atchieved thus much, we 
shall not think that we ‘have ldboured to no pur- 


Qur own system of opinions is charged with be- 
cokd and inoperative ; with leaving the heart 
flected; Admitting the charge to” be in any 
measure correct, it is Obvious to Pejily, that it ts 
betier to be cold, than animated by a false and un- 
hallowed fire ; it is bettter that the affections be 
unmoved than perverted in their exercise, or 
drawn toward unworthy objects. We hold that 
the calm of indifference is amore desirable state 
than the ragings of tempestuous zeal, or the-blind 
fury of intolerant fanaticism. In the absence of 
higher.and nobler enjoyments, the mere quiet of 
life is of some value ; and Uni:arianism may, at 
leas , plead in its own behalf, that its character is 
peaceable. 
‘But the charge is wholly unfounded. Unitari- 
anisn is deficient in‘no principle, whigh is adapt- 








ed to exert a healthful influence on the heart and 
conscience. It embraces every view, and recog- 
nizes every attribute,of the divine character, whioh 
tends to enlarge, to elevate, and purify the affec- 
tions; to inspire a salutary and filial fear, a de- 
vout reverence, an ingenuous sorrow for sin and 
an animating hope of forgiveness—every thing to 
awaken love,and confidence ,and gratitude,and joy. 

If there be any thing kindly in the moral in- 
fluence of the gospel; if there be any thing ani- 
mating and attractive in the example of Jesus; if 
any light be shed over the dark path of life by the 
hope of immortality; if there be any consolation 
to the heart broken and crushed by calamity, in 
the persuasion that “ af things shall work togethe: 
for good to those who love God;” any Using cnobing 
and exalting in communion with the Father of our 
spirits; then is not Unitarianism destityie of to- 
picks of spirit stirring interest to enkindle the de- 
votion of its adherents. 

Why should Unitarians be less devout than 
other men? Is there any thing in the pecu- 
liar views of our opponents—in their three-fold 
division of the object of their worship—to ren- 
der their devotional feelings more steady, and 
more intense then ours? We have scen that 
the very reverse isthe truth Is there anything 
in the association of hwman attributes and quali- 
ties with those of the divinity in the being whom 
they address, to give a stronger impulse to the as- 
pirations of piety? On the other hand, is ii not 
true, that the more simple, the more distinct, the 
more lofty and consistent our views of the divine 
character are, the more corresponding qualities 
will be infused into our religious feelings and 
characters?! Why should our love to God be less 
than that of Trinitarians? Their system repre- 
sents him as stern aad unforgiving; ours as essen- 
tially benignant and merciful. Why should our 

atitude be less than theirs’ Is existence less a 
lessing because our system teaches us that he, 
who made us,made us tofbe happy, and furnished us 
with the faculties and means both of enjoying,and 
obtaining, and securing felicity. Is eternal life of 
less value because we believe it the unspurchased 
gift of our Father in Heaven? Are the sacred 
influences of the Holy Spirit, which give eleva- 
tion to our thoughts, vigour and efficacy to our 
virtuous purposes, and’a holy fervour to our de- 
votions; which shed light and consolation into oir 
hearts amidst the darkest scenes of lift, and nerve 
our spirits to endurance when buffetted by calam- 
ity—are these less desirable, because we believe 
they prececs fijrectly from the One living and 
true God, without the agency of a third distinet 
persopal subsistence? Ought the soiemn sunc- 
tious of the gospelto bear with less weight upon our 
consciences, hecauge we believe that God * wifl 
Judge the world in rightequsugss by that Man, whom 
he hath ordamed,” than if we looked for ihe second 
persop of the Trinity for our Judge? We want 
other evidence of the danger of transgression 
tban the assurance ef the dixine word; nor = 
broader and Gxper foundation for our eterna 
hopes, than the promise of the Ged of truth. If 
fear apd hepe; if lave, apd gratitude, and reve- 
rence may he expected tp influence the characters 
tational and moral be en, We repeat, Ot 
System us ugt deficient im the means and, motives 
to presuce a pious temper, and a holy life. 
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